Dear Hal 





Just to prove yours is not the world* s oldest home typewriter, this 
infernal machine of mine is being pressed into service. My secretary 
of long standing has ventured off to New York for a spell - and I 
am not inclined to let another gawk at this particular matter. 


The main theme I can glean from your letter of the 2ord is that you 
are pressing yourself far too hard and spreading your time too thin. 
However worthwhile, you simply cannot hatch this boundless neat of 
enormous eggs all by yourself , even though you are undoubtedly the 
most academically oriented of all critics. And time alone should tell 
you there just isn’t time. 


Allow me to think toward the end of constructive accomplishment • 


While I am more concerned with proliferation via mass' atcral/visual 
means, the primary task at this juncture remains literary. Let me 
suggest several avenues to assist. I might preface my remarks by 
telling you that I number amongst my closer friends some Senior 
officers at both the Hearst and Time-Life upper corridors. Needless 
to say, we differ in both substance and degree of conviction. I’m 
sure you’ve met with the same response along Madison Avenue; albeit 
you invented the "bomb" and I propose to aim it. 


There are several venturous publishers out thisaway, such as Ed Keating 
at Ramparts. Aside from gaining a (rapidly rising) platform in an 
excerpting excursion. Ramparts could afford you additional alignment 
for publishing of complete works. Do you know Keating? Ever discussed 
any possible association? His office is just around the corner from 
mine; I can scoot over if ypu like. (I’m aware a couple of his staffers 
did a piece on the deal. ) 


The motion picture deal I propose could provide the overall project 
with one paramount resource that now appears lacking: Development 
capital. In effect, I intend to put together a Prospectus/Proposal 
for Columbia which will provide "production" capital in exchange for 
equity and distribution options. A portion of this capital can and 
would be assigned to script development, under your supervision, which 
would mean retaining of an investigative staff, etc. In other words, 
the orderly refinement of materials for your aptly titled Documentary 
(Document Airing?) could be incorporated into the broader project. This 
would allow you to mother hen both the literary and scenerio/script 
aspects simultaneously without wasteful distention. 


I have no idea how much persuassive horsepower your NY agent has with 
with publishers, etc., but his task is immense. Your approach to the 
subject is so incredibly incisive; that you alarm a great many of our 
ostriched business and political leaders is most understandible . It 
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Again, I will bow to your expertise to relate or collate this piece 
of the puzzle. But, it does seem significant. 


X*ve read The Post’s artadle oy Jim Phelanj also heard him interviewed .... -j 
at length this AM on Joe Dolan’s radio show this morning. While the 
circumstantial elements of the case seem right, the handling of Russo’s 
statements have been stupidly conceived and extracted. Shaw’s counsel 
are going to wipe out Russo’s testimony in short order, I’m sure. I«ll 
be most interested in hearing your version of the New Orleans maelstrom. 
Mark Lane has. given. his blessings to Garrison’s whole bailgame, and for 
tne sake of sustaining public confidence in the pursuit alone let’s 
hope he doesn’t get trapped. I realize you don’t hold much truck with 
Lane’s motivation, but his tenacity has kept the balloon on the rise. 


Also saw in V/. ’Jinchell’s column a reference to "another book on JFK" 
titled: OSWALD : The Truth.", which he says claims to name the names 

of the actual conspirators. Know anything about the author or substance 
oi his tract? Incidently, I picked up (for a lousy buck l ) a copy of that 

L3J- encouraged drivel by Charlie Roberts of Newsweek. Arrghhh 

If one can wade through Fat Pierre Salinger’s pap in the beginning, he 
guaranteed the longest trip through the shallowest waters of literary 
fakery yet on record. (Oops, damned near forget the Spector-Liebeler 
Report.) 


Incidently, although WHITEWASH is the unfettered correct statement of 
has _ t:! L^ 3 P ired -* might I suggest a modification of titles after 
WHITEWASH III roles out. Perhaps the "collector’s version" might better 
be called THE WEISBERG PAPERS, with a sub-addendum of the original 
subtitles. In my opinion, yours is a work that deserves a more subtle, 
scholarly frame of reference. Certainly more influential persons would 
not tend to turn away from the brittleness of your current title. It’s 
only a thought for your contemplation. 

In closing, let me once again stress the need to expedite granting me 
the necessary clearance to open discussions with Columbia, etc. out here. 
It won’t take me long to put together a production nucleus once you give 
me the go ahead. Just don’t strangle the deal with agents. 


Continued good speed and fortune. I look i^arward to receiving the New 
Orleans book just as soon as it becomes/^valLlable . 


JGC : jgc 


Be ✓Personal Regards, 




